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ever harmonized into a system, this is only in the
exercise of a more extended observation. In the
work of systematizing, it makes no excursionbeyond
the territory of actual nature—for they are the
actual phenomena of nature which form the first
materials of this philosophy—and they are the
actual resemblances of these phenomena that form
as it were the cementing principle, to which the
goodly fabrics of modern science owe all the solidity
and all the endurance that belong to them. It 1is
this chiefly which distinguishes the philosophy of
the present day from that of by-gone ages. The
one was mainly an excogitative ; the other mainly
a descriptive process—a description however ex-
tending to the likenesses as well as to the peculiar-
ities of things ; and, by means of these likenesses,
these observed likenesses alone, often realizing a
more glorious and magnificent harmony than was
ever victured forth by all the imaginations of all
the theorists.

2. In the mental characteristics of this philo-
sophy, the strength of a full-grown understanding
is blended with the modesty of childhood. The
ideal is sacrificed to the actual—and, however
splendid or fondly cherished an hypothesis may be,
yet if but one phenomenon in the real history of
nature stand in the way, it is forthwith and conclu-
sively abandoned. 'To some the renunciation may
be as painful, as the cutting off of a right hand, or
the plucking out of a right eye—yet, if true to the
great principle of the Baconian school, it must be
submitted to. With its hardy disciples one valid
proof outweighs a thousand plausibilities—and the
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